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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commiseion
445 ]12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

L am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" techniology for digital television As a conmmer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consimer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for congumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studion to veto features of DTV -reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologlets what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consmers like me actnally want, and it conld regult in me heing
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC iseues a broadcast flag mandate, I wonld actually be less likely to make an investinent in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jeremy Bensley
3130 Ripplewood Dr
Garland, TX 75044
Usa
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael 3 Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HU

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I an writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumner and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, compstitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n
manufacturers' ability ta innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result 1in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want., and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Hike Hoeksena

1009-95 Baseline RA W
London. ON HeJ 4X3
Canada
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October 17, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcatlons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technalogy for digital television As a
consumer end citizen, | feal strongly that such a poliey would be bad for Innavatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers’ ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that dor't nacessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me being charged more money for Inferler functionallty

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, | wouid actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology tor digital televislon Thank yeu for your time

Sincerely,

Jahn Moore

8102 Christopher Wren Dr
Wexford, PA 15090

USA
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely
concemned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
it switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — [ can modify, create, and
participate I canrecord TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a home
movie, send an email clip of my chuld's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto 2 DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexable, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
James Schneck

19 Pine Cone Lane
Mount Moms, NY 14510
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equupment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
1f switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device 1n my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate. [ can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a home
movie;, send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play 1t at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy

[f the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, |
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Bacil Donovan Warren

2909 N WINSTEL
Tucson, AZ 85716




October 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumnications Cormnmission

445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnhng to voice my opposttion to any FCC.-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digatal
television. As a consumer and aibzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consurmner
nghts, and the ulomate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compentive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their custorners. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could zesult 1n me being charged moze money for infenor
functonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that hmit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digatal television. Thank you fot your nme.

Suncerely,

Dave Camp

17373 SW Pacifica Ct
Aloha, OR 97006
JsA
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Octobar 17, 2003

Commlasioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commisslon
445 12th Street, N\W

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

{ am wrhing to velce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ablifty to Innavate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will snable the studies to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be lesa Iikaly to make an Investment in DTV-capable recetvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that Himlt my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
breadceast flag technology for digital televislen Thank you fer your time

Sincerely,

Aaran Sosnlek

143 Avenue B PHA
New Yark, NY 10008
usa
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October 17, 2003

Commisgioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to veice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
end citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for corsumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
maovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what conmmers like me actually want, end it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functonality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aotually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mendate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your fime

Sincerely,

m reed

Cecelia Ave
Covingtor, KY 41011
Usa
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D € 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to valce my apposition to any FCC-mandated edoptlon of "broadeast flag" techrology for digltal television As a
cansumer and cltizen, | feel strongly thet such & polley would be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, end the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer alectronies must be rooted In manufacturers’ ablity to Innovete for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veta featuras of DTVareception equipment will anable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and ft could resuit In me belng charged mora money for Infarlor functionallty

It the FCC iasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be |ess likely to make an investment in DTV-capable recelvers
anhd other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technolegy for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jonathan Guldry

156 Sunshine Ct
Bloomington, IL 81704
UsA
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October 17, 2003

Commissloner Michaal J Copps
Faderal Communications Commlasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technolagy for digital televislon As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimata
adoption of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception aquipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result (n products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and it could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality

it the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywoad Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televisilon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Danle! Jimenez
1023 Crocker Street
Houston, TX 77019
USA
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washingten, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer f switching
doesn't mean discarding my existtng home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device In my living room Please do nct allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fairr-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip a smzll plece of TV and splice it 1nto a home movie, send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play 1t at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that { enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewihg experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a ¢consumer t0 buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reasan for me to dispense with all my current censumer electronics and compuier
eguipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Dylan Loflin

410 Longwood CT Unit D
Batcn Rouge, LA 70806
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissiocner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer praducts, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet angther device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTY devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the hroadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. 1
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citfzen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Gregory Toto

26531 Octavia
San Francisco, CA 94123
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTY devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TY and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Dominic Perez

473% NE Flanders St
Portland, OR 97213
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HY

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice mny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumner and citizen. I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics nust be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipnent will enable the studics to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want., and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less lakely to
make an investment in DIV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digatal television Thank you for yvour tine

Sincerely.

Jeffrey Phillips

715 Vineca Court
Alpharetta. GA 30005
USh
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael 1, Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digitai television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far mare palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allles to hinder the transitlon
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuabie.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technalogy, T can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. 1 can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Keith Menard

15110 Newport Ave
Omaha, NE 68116
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far mare palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resclution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allles to hindar the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of conteat -- I can modify, create, and participate. Ican
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into 2 home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that T enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment, As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag,

Sincerely,
Rhett Cook

3310 1/2 Osage
Denver, COB0211
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October 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnhag to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and atizen, I fes! strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electromes must be rooted m manufacrurers' abiity to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV .-reception equipment will enable the stucios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually waat, and 1t eould result 1n me being charged moze money for wnfenor
functionahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment 1 DTV-capable
recesvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that hmut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dimtal telewision. Thank you for your ume.

Sincerely,

Olvier Dagenas
2750B Mane street
Apt. 30

Ottawa, ON K2B 7E7
Canada
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulabon would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing censumers of the benefits of switching te and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable o me as a consumer If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet ancther device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip 2 small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an emaif clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexihility that | enjoy

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mare enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a cwizen and consumer of broadcast {elevision, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Donald Nems

590 Lower Landing Road
Blackwood, NJ 08012
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October 17, 2003

Cemmissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Cammunications Commission
445 |2th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a congumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consmumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive matket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in producte that don't necesarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for infetior functionality

If the FCC isgues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an ivestment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Pascal Meurder
B11S 11lth St
Lafayette, IN 47505
Usa
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electromcs, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag reguiation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TY to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TY
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Nepht Ferguson

5912 Luna St.
Houston, TX 77076
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael ). Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and findlng room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
recard TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Steve Altman

5038 South University Drive, Davie, Florida
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33328
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Friday, October 17 20019

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadecast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way T enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device 1n my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use impheations of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participale. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exeiting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronies and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadeast flag.

Smcerely,
Charles P. Christman

1426 Santa Rosa Dr
Tyler, TX 75701
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurnicatons Commuassion
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, ID.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As 2 consumer and cihzen, ] feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulumate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 1n manufacturers' abihty to mnnovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers ke me actualty want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC issues 4 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recesvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that imut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telewision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Matt Troutman

7415 Field Rudge Dnive
Houston, TX 77095
UsA
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commussioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
it switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, [ am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

[f the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
tlexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, |
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Patrick McPherson

1734 E. Gaylon Dr.
Tempe, AZ 85282
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Friday, Qctober 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Cear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission tc vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digttal television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far mare palatable to me as a consumer If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another dewice In my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, ¢create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and sphce it into a home mowvie, send an email chp of my
child's foothall game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onte a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compeliing reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digitai equipment? A prettier TV
picture s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with ali my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a cihizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Michaei K Johnson

1123 1/2 3rd St SE
Cedar Rapids, |A 52401




